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Official Principal of the Right Reverend Father in God, 
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The ProceedinGs of certain Officers of the 
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1 AND | 
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Lord Biſhop of Peterborougb, in Defence of the Publi- 
cation of the Caſe of Sudborow Churchwarden. 
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[LETTER 
10 THE | 
Rev. G. Reynolds, LL. D. 


Official Principal of the Right Reverend Father in 
God, RoBERRT, Lord Biſhop of Peterborough. 


Reverend S 1 R, 


T was with great Pleaſure that I read your At- 
tempt to reform certain Abuſes in the Church, 
in your Letter to Dr. Liſle ; which is ſo highly 

eſteem'd by all who intend the public Good, that it 

is to be hoped, that all Efforts to procure it to be cen- 

ſured as a Libel on the Conſtitution, will prove as 

B vain 


* Some Perſons, perhaps, may be ſo ingenious as to diſtinguiſh 
between a Libel and a Falſbood; but by all plain and undefigning Men 
nothing will be deemed Libellous, but what is Falſe. Surely no 
Rule can be more equitable than Aut deſinant malefacere, malefatta 
aut gudiant ſun, 


* irrer 70 
vain, as they are infamous. This, together with 

your excellent Hiſtorical Eſſay on Church Govern- 
ment, has diſcovered your Inclination to reform what 
is amiſs, and encouraged me to acquaint you with 
ſome Abuſes, which it is altogether in your Power 
to redreſs, 1; 3 | 

As you cannot but be ſenſible, that the Oppreſ- 
ſions and Exactions of the Officers of Eccleſiaſtical 
Courts have been long the Subject of Complaint 
throughout the Kingdom, it were much to be wiſh- 
ed, that you, who have the Honour to preſide in 
one of thoſe Courts, would, by your perſonal Atten- 
dance on your Office, prevent all juſt Occaſion of 
Complaint in that Dioceſe which falls under your 
Juriſdiction. But, if you ſhall delegate your Autho- 
rity to a Subſtitute, who ſhall be under the Direction 
of inferior Officers; if you ſhall ſuffer your Seal to 
lie in the Hands of Men, who having no Senſe of 
Shame, nor any Regard to the Reputation of their 

Superiors, ſhall affix it to what they pleaſe without 
your Privity ; what can be expected, but that the 
Inſtances of Oppreſſion ſhould be almoſt as numerous 
as are the Parties cited to appear before them ? 

And leſt you ſhould imagine that I amuſe you 
with an idle Speculation concerning Oppreſſions that 


barely may be, and ſhould flatter yourſelf that = 
thing 


the Rev. Geo. Rey nolds, ZL. D. 1 


thing inconſiſtent with the Rules of Juſtice has been 
tranſacted in your Court, during your Abſence from 
it, I ſhall mention two Inſtances of the Proceedings 
of your Officers, the Equity of which I ſubmit to 
your Enquiry. 71 

The one is, The Caſe of Sudborow Church- 
warden, with which, fince it hath been already 
printed and diſperſed about the Dioceſe, I preſume, _ . 
you are not unacquainted. 

The other is as follows. By a Citation in your 
Name, and under your Seal, I was ordered to appear 
before you in the Conſiſtory-Court at Northampton, 
on Monday the 1ft Day of June, 1741, then and 
there to anſwer to Robert Laxton, Apparitor, in a 
certain Cauſe of Subtraction of Fees. The pretended 
Fee was Four Pence, which Robert Laxton demanded 
of me for bringing me Mr. Archdeacon's Monition to 
attend his Viatation. | 

Now, Sir, you cannot but know, that no Fee at 
all is due on that Account; and therefore, if you 
knew of this Citation being iſſued againſt me, I 
ſhould be glad to be informed by what Law you pro- 
ceeded ? If you did not know of it, I hope you will 
not think it unreaſonable if I expect that you ſhould 
call your Officers to an Account for making an im- 


proper Uſe of your Name and Seal, 
This 


— — 


3 — _ 
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* A LETTER to 
This Citation I obeyed : I appeared in the Con- 
ſiſtory Court on Monday the iſt Day of June, 1741, 
in hopes of meeting there a Perſon of Honour for 
my Judge, from whom I might expe& ſome Re- 
paration for the Injury that had been done 
me. But I was diſappointed, I meet only with 


your Subſtitute and the Regiſtrar ; and when I of- 
tered to ſatisfy the Demand of Robert Laxton, the 


| Regiſtrar anſwered, that he could not inform me of 


the Sum; that on Thurſday the 4th of une we 
ſhould meet the Apparitor at the Viſitation then to 
be held at Oundle, and that there I ſhould know his 


Demand, and this Affair ſhould be determined. Ac- 


cordingly at Oundle, une the 4th, I publickly re- 
quired of the Regiſtrar, before the Clergy, the Per- 
formance of his Promiſe ; who, being pleaſed to find 


he had out-witted me, anſwered in a way of Deriſion, 
that when I ſhould attend at Morthampton the next 


Court-Day, it would then be time enough to ac- 


_ quaint me with Robert Laxton's Demand. 


Before the next Court-Day I was ſerved with a 
Citation, viis & modis, in your Name, to appear 


before you in Court July 20, 1741. 


Here again, you are well apprized, Sir, that a Ci- 
tation viis & modis cannot legally be iſſued, unleſs 
the Party cited obey not the firſt Citation, and Oath 

is . be 
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be made in Court that he abſconds. I ſhould be 
glad therefore to be informed, by what Authority I 
was ſerved with a Citation viss & modis ? And I 
hope you will think yourſelf in Honour bound either 
to make me all reaſonable Satisfaction, by ſome Pe- 
nalty publickly inflicted on your Officers : Or, you 
will not take it amiſs of me, if, by not doing it, you 
derive pon yourſelf ſuch a Share of Infamy, as will 
naturally attend the arbitrary and unjuſt Proceedings 


of your Officers. | 
Notwithſtanding the 1. „ of this Citation, I 


again attended in Court July 20, 1741, where, be- 


ing at that time reſolved to ſue the Apparitor for Ex- 
tortion, J ſatisfied his unjuſt Demand, and was 
obliged likewiſe to pay a Bill of Coſts to the amount 
of x /. 13 5. 6 d. before I could obtain from your Sub- 


ſtitute a Diſmiſſion of the Cauſe. 


I doubt not, Sir, but theſe Proceedings muft ap- 


pear to you in the ſame Light as they do to all the 
Clergy and Laity of the Dioceſe: And if your Of- 
 ficers be permitted to riot and ſport themſelves in op- 


preſſive Acts without Control, the Court, in which 


you preſide, will ſoon become the Abhorrence not 


only of the Diſſenters from the Eſtabliſhment, but 
of all honeſt Men of every Denomination. I hope 


therefore, Sir, you will think theſe Abuſes require 
| C Refor- 


— 


Viſitation, 


IO A LETTER fo 


Reformation, and that you will in good earneſt ſet 
yourſelf not only to prevent Exactions and Oppreſ- 


ſions for the future, but alſo to ſee that ſome Care 
be taken that I be not a Sufferer for what is paſt. 

At Mr. Archdeacon's Viſitation, held at Toce/ter, 
April 18, 1743, 1 was aſſaulted by the Deputy- 
Regiſtrar for my honeſt Oppoſition to the Ex s 
of your Officers, by which this Dioceſe is d:-+-> Ad 
yearly of 1 50 J. and in the Year when the Biſhop vi- 


ſits, of upwards of 300 J. 
As the Aſſault was, mp4e in your Court by your 
Servant, I hope you will not think it beneath your 


Notice. I know I may have my Remedy for this In- 
ſolence 


* The Dioceſe of Peterborougb contains 300 Pariſhes. The Offi- 
cers take of each Pariſh, | 4 . 4 
For Fees at the Fafe- Viſitation, by Mr. Archdeacon, © 
At Michaelmas Viſitation, by Mr. en. 33 
At the Biſhop's Viſitation, © 
For the Exhibition of the Terrier, 0 
For the Book of Articles of * at the Biſhop' 5 5 

0 

0 


For ditto at the Eafter Viſitation, 
For the — of a Form of Prayer for the Faſt, 


Total, 1 2 


Deduct what is allowed 'F Canon to be _y yearly kr? 5 
the Bills of Preſentment, 


ich, paid yearly by each Pariſh more than is c BETS 
allowed by the Canon, or Table of Fees A. D. 1597, 


— 
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the Rev. Geo. Reynolds, LL. D. 11 


ſolence in another Court, but J wait to ſee how a 
Clergyman will reſent ſuch an Indignity offered to 
one of his own Order, and am, 


Reverend S R, 
(With all due Reſpe®) 


Wour moſt obedient, humble Servant, 
Starton, 


Nov. 26, 1743. FR. BAKER 
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SUDBOROW CHURCHWARDEN. 
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To the Clergy and Churchwardens of the Diaceſe 
of Peterborough. 


GENTLEMEN, 


OU need not. be told, that ſome of the 


Officers of the Eccleſiaſtical Court have been 
long guilty of great Exactions: Their takin 


at Kettering and Wellingborough they demand but 
3s. 6d. 
Their taking the ſame Fees at Michaelmas as at 


Eaſter Viſitation, although at Michaelmas Viſitation 
nothing is due, by Canon cxvi, for the Bill of Pre- 


D ſentments, 


Nee 
ſentments, neither are any Oaths then adminiſtred to 
the Churchwardens ; 

Their exacting double Fees of ignorant and timo- 
rous Churchwardens, in caſe of their having been 
hindred, by Journies or Buſineſs, or even infectious 
Diſtempers, from attending the Viſitation on the Day 
and Place appointed, notwithſtanding their Atten- 
dance the next Day at another Place; | 

Their Demand of dowuble Fees at the Biſhop's Viſi- 
tation ; 

Of : s. for the Exhibition of the Terrier ; 

Of 2 5. for every Order of Council for the Altera- 
tion of the Prayer for the Royal Family; 

Of 2s. 6 d. for a Form of Prayer; and 

Of 25. in ſome Places for a Book of Articles of 
Enquiry ; 

Are Exactions that have been long complained of, but 
never publickly oppoſed. Moſt of you have e ſa- 
tisfied with your being treated in the ſame Manner 
as your Neighbours ; and thoſe few of you, who 
have refuſed to comply with theſe extravagant De- 
mands, have contented as with paying a leſs 
Sum in a private Manner, 

Now Mr. Baker thinking it the Duty of every ho- 
neſt Man to oppoſe, and being determined to endea- 


vour to put a Stop to theſe Exactions, choſe to * 
wi 


Sudborow Charchwarden. - 1 5 


with oppoſing the Payment of a greater Sum for the 
Fees at Oundle than at Kettering Viſitation: Not 


that he eſteemed this Exaction the moſt grievous, but 


becauſe being the moſt notorious, and appearing the 


| leaft capable of Defence, he thought it might with 


the greateſt Eaſe be reformed, and being ſo, would 


open a Way to the a of other Abuſes. 


Accordingly he adviſed Suadborom Churchwarden 
to pay no more than 3s. 6d. for Fees at Oundle Vi- 


- . ditation, which Sum, though refuſed in the Preſence 


of other Churchwardens, was accepted in private 
from Michae/mas Viſitation 1737, to Michaelmas 
Viſitation 1740. And one of the Officers once re- 
queſted of Mr. Baker that he would make no Diſtur- 
bance about the Fees, and promiſed in that Caſe to 
leave the Payment of Fees due from Sudborow 
Churchwarden to his own Diſcretion. But this clan- 
deſtine Payment not anſwering Mr. Baker's Deſign, 
he adviſed his Churchwarden publickly and openly to 
tender 3s. 6d. for Fees at the Viſitation, and in 
caſe of Refual of that Sum, to make no farther pri- 
vate Offer. At Michaelmas Viſitation 1740, this 
Sum was refuſed. And here, had there been a legal 
Right to 45. thoſe Officers who were wronged would, 
no dout, have procured a Citation againſt & udborow 


Chinrelrnucden for Subtraction of their Fees : : 9 
| ey, 


16 The CASE of 
they, conſcious that the offered Sum equalled, if not 
exceeded, their legal Demands, prudently waved this 
Method of Proceeding, and waited for a more favour- 
able Opportunity of ſhewing their Reſentment. 

And long they did not wait : For Mr. Archdea- 
con's Viſitation, which ought, by Canon cxvii. to 
have been held the firſt Week after Eaſter, or ſome 
Week following, being deferred to June 4, 1741, 
the Churchwardens, who according to Cuſtom ex- 
hibited the Copies of their Pariſh Regiſters at the Vi- 
ſitation, did this Year exhibit them fix Weeks later 
than the Time preſcribed by the Ixxth Canon. No 
Advantage however was taken of this Overſight in the 
Churchwardens, but the Copies of their reſpective 


85 Regiſters were received at the Viſitation, as uſual. 


Sudborow Churchwarden alone was ſingled out, and 
cited to appear in a certain Court June 1, to anſwer 
to ſuch Interrogatories as ſhould be adminiſtred to 
him for his Soul's Health, and particularly for his 
Neglect to tranſmit a Copy of the Pariſh Regiſter in- 


to the Biſhop's Regiſtry within one Month after Lady- 


Day 1741. 

Accordingly he appeared in Court on the Day ap- 
pointed, ready to acknowledge his Neglect, and make 
Submiſſion. But a certain Officer of the Court think- 


ing he had not yet put the Churchwarden to ſuf- 
| ficient 


Sudborow Churchwarden. 17 


ficient Trouble and Expence, found Means to conti- 
nue the Proſecution to another Day, under a Pre- 
tence that he ſhould in a little Time have an Oppor- 
tunity of ſeeing the Biſhop, [who had by Letter to that 
Officer declared his Diſapprobation of his Partiality} 
and of laying this Affair before him. 

July 20, Sudborow Churchwarden again appeared 
in Court, in Obedience to a ſecond Citation: When 
having acknowledged his Neglect, and ſubmitted 
himſelf to the Court, he was admoniſhed not to of- 
fend in like Manner again, and ordered to pay the 
Coſts. Upon which a Proctor of the Court exhibited 
to the Judge a Bill of Coſts, to the Amount of 
2 J. 65. 6d. which the Churchwarden thought fit to 
pay, to avoid being harraſſed with vexatious Cita- 


tions. 
Now, Gentlemen, you are deſired to judge impar- 


tiall 

51 Whether the procuring a Citation againſt Sud- 
borow Churchwarden alone, for a Neglect common to 
all the Churchwardens of the Dioceſe, was pot ex- 
tremely partial ? 
 2dly, Whether Sudborow Churchwarden cult. not 
to de been diſmiſſed upon his firſt Appearance in 


the Court, and Readineſs to acknowledge his Fault : 
E And 


* This was a Citation vits & modis. 
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And whether the obliging him to a ſecond Appear- 


ance, with a Deſign to encreaſe his Charges, was not 
an oppreſſive Act? , 

34ly, Whether the Charges of two Citations only 
could fairly amount to 2 J. 6s. 6d. according to the 
Table of Fees ſet forth A. D. 1597 ; or indeed ac- 
cording to any Table conſtructed on the Principles of 
common Honeſty ? _ - = 

Laſtly, Whether Sudborow Churchwarden's Refu- 


fal to pay any greater Sum for Fees at Oundle Viſita- 


tion than is demanded at Kettering and Wellingbo- 
rough (which was the ſole Cauſe of this ſevere Proſe- 


cution) was not right and commendable ? 
Gentlemen, You are hereby invited to uſe your beſt 
Endeavours, by Petition to eur Superiors, or other- 


wiſe, to procure the ſetting up in the Conſiſtory 
Court and Regiſtry the aforeſaid Table of Fees of 
A. D. 1597, according to Canon cxxxvi. which will 
enable Churchwardens to give a proper Anſwer to 


that Enquiry of the Biſhop, Harb any Eccleſiaſtical 


Officer within this Dioceſe demanded or taken undue 
and unreaſonable Fees for any Cauſe or Matter tranſ- 
acted by bim ? * 

If 


See Articles of Enquiry Exhibited by the Biſhop of Peterborough, 
A. D. 1 739. | | 


Sudborow Charchwarden. 19 


If the ſetting up the Table of A. D. 1597 cannot 
be procured, you are invited to procure at leaſt ſuch 
a Regulation of the Fees, that they may be equal in 
all Parts of the Dioceſe, that Churchwardens may 
know what is due, and to whom it is due; and that 
Apparitors may no longer frighten them into a Com- 
pliance with unreaſonable * by catering 
them with Citations. 
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To the Right Reverend Father in God, 


ROBERT, 


Lord Biſhop of PzTER BOROUGH, 


My L OR D, 


T is no ſmall Uneaſineſs to me, to find that I 
1 am fallen under your Lordſhip's Diſpleaſure; but, 

from what I have to ſay in my own Behalf, I 
hope it will appear to be unmerited. Your * 
blames me for publiſhing the Caſe of Sudborow 
Churchwarden, without giving you previous Notice. 
My Lord, your favourable Anſwer of May 26, 1741, 
tomy Complaint againſt Mr. Pennington, encouraped 
me to trouble you with a ſecond Letter, which I ſent 
to Peterborough the 19th of July, wherein I gave 
your Lordſhip a full Adil 0 the ill Treatment my 
F Church- 
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as A LETTER to 


Churchwarden met with from the Court, and 
humbly appealed to you for Redreſs. 
To this your Lordſhip was not pleaſed to return 
any Anſwer. 
At this Diſappointment I was for ſome Time trou- 


bled, till at length I was informed, that how well 
diſpoſed ſoever your Lordſhip might be to redreſs our 


Grievances, yet you had not Authority to counter- 
mand the Proceedings of the Court, by reaſon of the 
Extenſiveneſs of the Officers Patents. 

To this Information I might well give Credit, ſince 
Mr. Pennington had more than once told me, that 


the Biſhop could not intermeddle with the Affairs of 
the Court in any other way than that of Interceſſion 
only; and how little was to be expected from your 


Lordſhip's Interceſſion, too plainly appeared in that 
great Diſregard ſhewn to the Letter you kindly wrote 
in the Behalf of my Churchwarden, wherein you. 
expreſſed your Diſlike of the Partiality of the Court, 
which, in Defiance of your Lordſhip,. and in Con- 
tempt of the Cenſures of all honeſt Men, durſt pro- 


| cced to fo bare-faced an Act of Oppreſſion. 


After this fruitleſs Application to your Lordſhip, I 
found I had no other Remedy, but to appeal from 


an in---q---s Tribunal to the Judgment of the Pub- 
lick, and to engage as many of the Clergy as 1 could 


to 


My a, — 


the Biſhop of PETERBOROUGH. 23 


to join with me in a Petition to your Lordſhip, That 
yould be pleaſed to exert that Power which is ſtill left 
you by Canon cxxxvi. and to oblige the Regiſtrar to 


let up in the Conſiſtory Court and in his Regiſtry 


the Table of Fees, A. D. 1597. 5 
This, my Lord, is all that I have done; and little 

did I apprehend, that a Behaviour which proceeded 

from no other Motive but my ſincere Love of Juſtice, . 


and utter Deteſtation of Oppreſſion in every Shape, 


would be deemed an unſuitable Return for your Civi- 
lities to me, and a Diſregard to you as my Ordinary. 
I expected rather to have met with Countenance and 
Encouragement from your Lordſhip, whilſt I was en- 
deavouring to expoſe the mean Artifices of a Court, 
which, tho' it acts under your Commiſſion, refuſes 
to be guided by your Inſtructions. 

As to the Table of Fees, A. D. 1597, I do aſſure 


your Lordſhip I never printed it, neither do I know 
of ſo much as one printed Copy in the World. The 


rinting of it would, in my humble Opinion, be a 
laudable Undertaking, fince the End of ſuch Tables 
would beſt be anſwered by the Publication and Diſ- 
perſion of them throughout the Kingdom. 

Your Lordſhip, I perceive, is of Opinion, · that the 
Table of 1597 will be over-ruled by Cuſtom. I be- 


lieve it would, was there no Law contrary to that 
| Cuſtom; 


24 2 * LETTER, {gp 


Cuſtom ; for in ſich Caſes Cuſtom obtains the Force 


of Law. But, with Submiſſion, I humbly think, that 


no Cuſtom whatever can preſcribe againſt the expreſs 
Letter of Canon cxxxvi. which ſays, That no Eccle- 


fraftical Officer whatſoever ſhall demand or take larger 
Fees than are ſpecified in that Table, under Pain of 


Suſpenſion from his Office for the Space of Six Months. 


The bxxth Canon, contrary to long Cuſtom, bf 


found-was ſtill in force, and was made Uſe of to 72 


preſs ; and therefore I hope the cxxxvith Canon 


will be found to have the like Validity to relieve > 
And I make no doubt, but if your Lordſhip” had 
more Power over your Court, neither Clergy vor 
Liity: would have the'leaft Occaſion to complain. 

Vour Lordſhip's kind Treatment of your Ce 
in general, and of myſelf in particular, deſerve my 
thankful Acknowledgements: : And as no one in the 
Dioceſe can have a greater Veneration for the Epiſco- 
pal Character than myſelf ; ſo I am reſolved that in 


Reſpect and E to our woody" Dioceſan / no one A 


ſhall excced | 7 yy : 
15 e 1 4 7 5 7 
i Your , anz t 272 ? 5 55 7 
— 1 5 4 T 
1 jent Son * Servant, 1 
* Gees, | MN. oft obedie en +8, = 
une 1, 1 2 EF a 1 4 £2 
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